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1. Introduction
General aspects of R18 MUSIM has been widely discussed in previous RAN4 meetings. However, there is still some open issues. In this contribution, we provide our view on these issues.
2. Discussion
The first open issue is about mandatory MUSIM gap patterns:
Issue 1-1-1: Mandatory MUSIM gap patterns
· Proposals 
· P1: No need to discuss further whether to introduce mandatory MUSIM gap patterns (Apple oppo Huawei MTK QC)
· P2: RAN4 to define the mandatory MUSIM gap patterns (CMCC Ericsson Nokia Charter Communications)
· P2-1: RAN4 to define Gap Pattern #14~#17 as the mandatory MUSIM gap patterns (Ericsson) 
· P3: No more discussion if there is no consensus (vivo)
Recommendations: Continue discussion
We don’t think it is necessary to define any mandatory MUSIM gap patterns. Although the MUSIM gap patterns are requested by UE, it is not purely up to UE on which patterns to request. Purpose of MUSIM gaps are for network B operation, so the patterns requested by UE need to match the signal transmission configuration from network B. Different network may have different configuration e.g. in paging and SI transmission. We cannot assume some mandatory MUSIM gap patterns can cover all the scenarios.
[bookmark: _Ref142636404]Proposal 1: No need to discuss further whether to introduce mandatory MUSIM gap patterns.

The next issue is about UE behaviour when requesting MUSIM gaps:
Issue 1-1-2: Others
· Proposals
· P1: UE shall not request MUSIM gaps beyond the UE capacity considering the UEs current configuration (Nokia) 
· P2: UE shall not request more MUSIM gaps than it is capable of handling with the current measurement gap allocation (Nokia)
· P3: P1 and P2 are up to UE implementation and no further specification work on them (vivo)
Although P1 and P2 are technically correct, we don’t think RAN4 needs to explicitly capture in the spec. It is an error request and has no good to neither network nor UE. On the other hand, there is no such capability to indicate total number of MUSIM gaps plus concurrent gaps. Therefore, it is unclear what’s the limit of number of gaps UE can request.


3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide discussion on general aspects of R18 MUSIM. After discussion, the following conclusions are provided:
Proposal 1: No need to discuss further whether to introduce mandatory MUSIM gap patterns.

4. References
[1] R4-2314364, WF on R18 MUSIM, vivo
[2] R4-2310165, WF on NR Dual TxRx Multi-SIM, vivo
[3] R4-2306357, WF on NR Dual TxRx Multi-SIM, vivo
[4] R4-2303310, WF on NR Dual TxRx Multi-SIM, vivo
